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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a), In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parfe Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Clainfis 

4) S Claim(s) 2-16 is/are pending in the application. 
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6) [E1 Claim(s) 2-16 is/are rejected. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This Action is in response to Amendment (RCE) of Application Number 



2. Claims 2-16 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-16 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 2-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Collins 
(U.S. 5,963,951). 

3. Regarding claims 2, 8, 9, and 1 1 , Collins discloses an apparatus and method for 
accessing sets of information stored in an information system by a plurality of users and 
accessible by means of a communications network, the apparatus comprising: 

an input for receiving a set of information selected by a first user (Collins, col. 5, 
lines 10-11); 
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data storage for storing a plurality of user profiles, each of said plurality of user 
profiles associated with one of a plurality of users, and each of said plurality of user 
profiles comprising at least one predetermined keyword (Collins, col. 4, lines 50-52, col. 
5, lines 10-15); 

a meta-data generator arranged to automatically generate at least one set of 
meta-information from the set of information selected by the first user received at the 
input, said at least one set of generated meta-information being stored in accessible 
data storage (Collins, col. 5, lines 23-27); 

a comparator for comparing at least one of said one of said plurality of user 
profiles with said at least one set of generated meta-information and for identifying, in 
dependence upon the results of said comparison, a second user having a profile similar 
to said at least one set of generated meta-information (Collins, col. 6, lines 15-25); and 

a processor arranged to automatically address an alert message to said first user 
comprising the identity of said second user identified by said comparator (Collins, col. 6, 
lines 59-67). 

4, Regarding claims 3 and 10, Collins disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claims 2 and 9, including wherein said comparator is operable 
to compare a user profile associated with said first user with at least one further user 
profile of said plurality of user profiles and thereby to identify a user having a similar 
user profile to that of said first user (Collins, col. 6, lines 15-25, 59-67). 
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5. Regarding claims 5 and 13, Collins teaches the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claims 2 and 9, including wherein, in use, said stored sets of 
information conform to a first predetermined format and wherein said apparatus 
includes conversion means to enable a set of information received at the input in a 
format other than said first predetermined format to be converted into said first 
predetermined format and stored in said data storage (Collins, col. 5, lines 1-10, Fig. 3, 
Collins disclosed that after information is input by the user, it is converted into the 
proper format to be stored in the database). 

6. Regarding claims 6, 7 and 15, Collins disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claims 2 and 9, including a processor arranged to monitor the 
plurality of user profiles to detect a change to the user profile of said first user and to 
trigger said comparison means to compare the changed user profile with other user 
profiles stored in said data storage and thereby to identify a user having a similar user 
profile to the changed profile of said first user (Collins, col. 4, lines 60-65, col. 5, lines 
10-15, Collins disclosed that a user can either use their stored profile to compare 
profiles or also use new search criteria along with the profile meaning that they could 
update their profile and a new search is performed based on the new profile). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Collins in view of Brookes (U.S. 5,963,951). 

7. Regarding claims 4 and 12, Collins disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claims 2 and 9, including for each similar user profile found, 
providing their contact information such as username and phone number (Collins, col. 8, 
lines 40-46). 

However, Collins did not explicitly state enabling said first user to select one or 
more of said plurality of users and to generate an alert message for sending to said one 
or more selected users. 

In an analogous art, Brookes teaches users being able to create a comment and 
send to users, which are then alerted of the presence of a message (Brookes, col. 9, 
lines 4-15). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one in the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate users being able to send an alert message 
to other users with similar interests as another form of contacting their matches to 
provide another way for people to communicate through on-line dating services (Collins, 
col. 2, lines 20-25). 

8. Regarding claim 16, Collins disclosed the limitations, substantially as claimed, as 
described in claim 9. Collins did not explicitly state wherein when said meta-data 
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generator generates a set of meta-information on activation by said first user, said 
comparator is automatically activated to compare said at least one set of meta- 
information with user profiles associated with each of said plurality of users, and in 
dependence upon the result of said comparison, to automatically address an alert 
message to each of said plurality of users. 

In an analogous art, Brookes disclosed a system that compares information with 
user profiles and alerts each relevant user (Brookes, col. 7, lines 45-55). Therefore it 
would have been obvious for one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate alerting all users of interest about an updated profile to notify 
users of the on-line dating service of any matches found with users of similar interests 
(Collins, col. 2, lines 20-25). 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention. Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
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relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3910. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



J. B. D. 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 





